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9

IN THE MATTER OF THE GENERIC
INVESTIGATION INTO NUMBER
RESOURCE OPTIMIZATION AND
IMPLEMENTATION OF NUMBER POOLING
IN ARIZONA

QWEST CORPORATION' S WRITTEN
COMMENTS

10

11
I

12 Qwest Corporation \\ westI1 submits the following written

13 comment s in response to the Arizona Corporation Commission's

14

15 input

( " C o m m i s s i o n " )  P r o c e d u r a l  O r d e r  o f  F e b r u a r y  1 3 ,  2 0 0 1 ,  r e q u e s t i n g

members industryf ram interested parties and of the

16 implementation of number pooling and other number

17

concerning

conservation methods in the State of Arizona. Qwest's addresses

18 the following issues in order:

19 1. Which Metropolitan Statistical Area ("MSA") should b e

20 selected for the first pooling trial?

21

22

23 national

The most cost effective manner to deploy a state pooling

trial is to place the pooling trial within the same area that the

rollout of will occur » The FCC' S

24

25 MSA areas .

pooling national

rollout will occur in the top 100 MSAs first, followed by other

established theThe FCC these criteria based o n

26
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1

2 Based on

3

assumption that the maximum benefits of pooling will be derived

from deploying pooling in the most populous areas first .

FCC ' s Nationalthe criteria, the should be

4

5

6

pooling

deployed in the highest-ranking 100 MSAS in the Nation. There are

two top 100 MSAs in Arizona, the Phoenix MSA, which is ranked 17,

and the Tucson MSA, which is ranked 71.

7 520 NPA.

Tucson is served by the

There is a NPA relief project for the 520 NPA scheduled

8

9

to begin with permissive dialing in June 2001 and completed in

Therefore, it is suggested that the Arizona pooling

10

11

January 2002.

trial be implemented in the Phoenix MSA.

If the MSA contains multiple NPAs, which NPA should be2.

12

13 There are three NPAS i n the Phoenix MSA. The 602 NPA i s

14 forecasted to exhaust in March 2006; the 480 NPA is forecasted to

15 exhaust in June 2008; and the 623 NPA is forecasted to exhaust in

16 June 2010. At this time, the 602 NPA will receive the most

17

18

benefit from pooling and should be selected as the first NPA to

be pooled.1

19 3. What is an appropriate interval for implementing number

20 pooling between NPAs where more than one exists in a MSA?

21 takes six months o f the activities

22 This interval includes

23 forecasting and utilization

24

to complete all

necessary to prepare an NPA for pooling.

record clean up and validation,

reports, block ID, block donation, etc. I t is recommended that a

25

26
1 The NPA exhaust data was acquired from the April 2000 Central Office Code
Utilization Survey issued by NANPA and updated in January 2001.
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1 six-month implementation interval be allowed fo r each of the

three NPAS in the Phoenix MSA.2

3 4 . area i s  g rea te r  t han  t he

4

5

6

7 I n

8

9

10

I f the geographic o f a NPA

MSA, should number pooling be implemented in the entire NPA?

No. Number pooling should be deployed in accordance with the

FCC guidelines which specify that the greatest benefit w i l l be

real ized by pooling i n NPAs located i n the top 100 MSAs.

addition, the FCC also c l a r i f i ed that where an NPA encompasses

areas both inside and outside a qualifying MSA, poo l ing w i l l be

required only in those rate centers that are part of the MSA.

11 5. How soon in 2001 might a number pooling trial begin?

12

13

14

15

The pooling start date for the 602 NPA should be October

2001; April 2002 for the 480 NPA; and October 2002 for the 623

NPA. This provides a six-month implementation interval for each

threeo f the NPAS u also avoids conflicts with the

16

17

18

19

20

21

implementation of previously scheduled pooling t r i a l s i n other

portions of the Western NPAC Region, which involve most of the

same Qwest employees that w i l l be required to implement the

pooling t r i a l i n Arizona. Furthermore, implementing the pooling

t r i a l  i n  the 602 NPA wi l l  avoid conf l i ct  wi th the implementat i on

of the 520/928 NPA spl i t.

22 6. allocated (all

23

How should nunnber pool ing costs be

carr i e rs , poo l i ng carr i e rs  on l y , only carr iers wi th i n  the MSA,

24 etc-)?

25

26

Four FCC orders address requirements f o r  cos t recovery of

Thousand Block Number Pooling (TBNP) trials:
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1 FCC 00-104, Numbering Resource Optimization, Report and

2 Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 15 FCC Red 7574

3 31,

4

5

(rel . Mar. 2000) [Numbering Resource Optimization Order or

First: Report and Order] paragraphs 195 through 226 ;

Numbering Resource Optimization, Order, cc Docket No .b. 96-

6 98, 99-200, DA-00-1616 (re l .

7 fo r additional delegated to

8

9 commissions:

10 Missouri,

July 20, 2000) (address ing petit ions

author ity implement numbering

resource optimization strateg ies f i l e d by the fo l lowing state

Arizona, Colorado, Georgia, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky,

Carolina,Nebraska, North

11 Tennessee I Utah , and Washington) .

Oregon , Pennsylvania ,

[State Delegation

12

13

V irg in ia ,

Order] paragraphs 19 through 22 ;

FCC SecondC . 00-429, Report

96-98 and CC Docket No.

and Order, Order o n

14 Reconsideration in CC Docket No. 99-200,

15 and Second Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No.

2000 i n cc Docket No.16 99-200, Released December 29,

17 Resource [Second Report and

99-200,

Order]

18

19

20

Numbering Optimization

paragraphs 179 through 182 ; and

d. Numbering Resource Optimization, Order, CC Docket no.

(rel.96098, 99-200, DA 01-386 2001)

21

22

23

February 14 , (addressing

pet i t ions for add it ional delegation of author ity to implement

number ing resource opt imizat ion strateg ies  f i led by the fo l lowing

Louisiana, Maryland, Massachusetts, and Newstate commissions :

24 Jersey) I [Second State Delegation Order] paragraphs 19 through

25 21 I

26 In the First Report and Order the FCC adopted three
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2

3

4

5 b.

6

7

8

9

categories of thousands-block numbering pooling (TBNP) costs:

a. Shared industry costs, costs incurred by the industry as

a whole (including NANP administrator costs, and enhancements to

the number portability regional database);

Carrier-specific costs directly related to thousands-

block number pooling implementation (such as enhancements to

carriers' SCP, LSMS, SOA, and OSS systems) ; and

c. Carrier-specific costs not directly related to thousands-

block number pooling administration. [First Report and Order ll

10

11

201-203] I

The FCC ruled that the first two cost categories would be

[First Report and12

13

14

recoverable and the third category would not.

Order 9 205].

Regarding shared industry costs, the FCC stated:

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

We conclude that the allocation of shared industry
costs only among the carriers that participate in
thousands-block number pooling or through a per-
number charge, based on the quantity of numbers held
by a carrier, would not comply with the section
251(e) (2) requirement that all telecommunications
carriers bear the cost of numbering administration on
a competitively neutral basis. (Footnote omitted) . In
particular, we believe that such a nwchanism would
penalize new CLECs and other carriers, such as CMRS
and paging carriers, that require large quantities of
numbers to provide their services. (Footnote
omitted) . We further conclude that the costs of
thousands-block number pooling be allocated to all
telecommunications carriers in proportion to each
carrier's interstate, intrastate, and international
telecommunication end-user revenues. Allocation of
thousands-block number pooling costs according to a
carrier's interstate, intrastate, and international
telecommunication end-user revenues is consistent
with the established precedent for cost recovery for
NANP administration using the NANPA formula, as well

26
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1 as our cost
portability.

recovery mechanism for number

2
11

3

[First Report and Order 207] .

follows allocablethat TBNP costs should be

4

5
allocated to all telecommunications carriers in proportion to

internationalandeach carrier' s interstate, intrastate,

6
telecommunication end-user revenues I

7
7. How should nunnber pooling costs be recovered?

8

9

10

Please see Qwest's response to Staff 01-006. with regard to

cost recovery requirements for TBNP trials, among other things,

the FCC's First Report and Order provides :
11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

We also adopt our tentative conclusion that the costs
of thousands-block number pooling are not subject to
separations under the exclusively federal cost
recovery mechanism. As a federal cost recovery
mechanism, the costs incurred are interstate costs,
so there are no intrastate costs to be allocated to
the state jurisdiction. Therefore, we will allow
incumbent LECs to recover all their qualifying costs
for thousands-block number pooling under the federal
cost recovery mechanism we establish. We note,
however, that the implementation and administration
of national thousands-block number pooling will not
be effective immediately. Until national thousands-
block number pooling is implemented and a federal
cost recovery mechanism authorized, states may use
their current cost recovery mechanisms to ensure that
the carriers recover the costs of thousands-block
number pooling implementation and administration in
the meanwhile. Costs incurred by carriers to
implement state-mandated thousands-block number
pooling are intrastate costs and should be attributed
solely to the state jurisdiction.

23 [11197] (emphasis added) .

24 Among other things I the FCC'S State Del ego ti on Order

25 provides:

26
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1

2

3

4

5

[B]ecause the FCC's national cost recovery plan will
not be in effect until national thousands-block
number pooling implementation occurs, states
conducting their own pooling trials must develop
their own cost recovery mechanisms for the joint and
carrier-specific costs of implementing and
administering pooling within their states. The
individual state cost-recovery schemes, however, must
transition to the national cost-recovery plan when
the latter becomes effective.

6
H121] (emphasis added) .

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

The state commissions must also determine how
carrier-specific and joint costs directly related to
pooling administration should be recovered. In the
Numbering' Resource Optimization Order, the FCC
concluded that thousands-block number pooling is a
numbering administration function, and that section
251(e) (2) authorizes the FCC to provide the
distribution and recovery mechanism for the
interstate and intrastate costs of number pooling. In
exercising the authority delegated to them, the state
commissions must also abide by the same statute, and,
therefore, ensure that costs of number pooling are
recovered in a competitively neutral manner. We note
that the Numbering Resource optimization Order found
that section 251(e) (2) requires all carriers to bear
the shared costs of number portability on a
competitively neutral basis, and, thus, established a
cost recovery mechanism that does not exclude any
class of carrier. We encourage the state commissions
to consider the Numbering Resource Optimization Order
and Telephone Number Portability Order for guidance
regarding the criteria with which a cost recovery
mechanism must comply in order to be considered
competitively neutral:

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

First, "a 'competitively neutral' cost
recovery mechanism should not give one
service provider an appreciable, incremental
cost advantage over another service provider,
when competing for a specific subscriber. "
Second, the cost recovery mechanism "should
not have a disparate effect on the ability of
competing service providers to earn normal
returns on their investments. " 49 [footnote
49: Telephone Number Portability, Fourth
Memorandum Opinion and Order on
Reconsideration, CC Docket No. 95-116, RM
8535, FCC 99-151, at 1[ 32 (rel. July 16,
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1

2

3

1999) (citing Telephone Number Portability,
First Report and Qrder and Further Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking, 11 FCC Red 8352, 8420-21
(1996) ) ; see also Numbering Resource
Optimization Order, 15 FCC Rcd at 7665.]

4

5

6

7

8

Consistent with the FCC' s treatment of cost recovery
in the Telephone .Number' Portability' proceeding and
Numbering Resource Optimization Order, we believe
that even those carriers that cannot participate in
thousands-block number pooling at this time will
benefit from the more efficient use of numbering
resources that pooling will facilitate. We encourage
the state commissions to consider the "road map"
provided by the FCC in the NUmbering Resource
Optimization Order reqardinq cost recovery for
thousands-block number pooling.9

10 [1[22] (emphasis added) .

11 Among other things with regard to cost recovery requirements

12 for TBNP trials, the FCC's Second Report and Order provides :

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

In the First Report and Order, we adopted a
competitively neutral cost recovery framework for
thousands-block number* pooling similar to the cost
recovery mechanism established for number
portability. 387 [footnote 387: First Report and
Order, 15 FCC Rcd at 7662, Para. 193.1 Specifically,
we concluded that the cost recovery mechanism must be
competitively neutral in that the costs for
thousands-block number pooling should not : (a) give
one provider an appreciable, incremental cost
advantage over another when competing for a specific
subscriber; and (b) have a disparate effect on
competing providers' abilities to earn a normal
return. 388 [footnote 388: Id. at 7664, Para. 199.1

20

21
We...noted
implemented
the federal

that costs associated
pooling trials should be
cost recovery mechanism.

with state
excluded from

22
[99179-180] (emphasis added) .

23
Among other things with regard to cost recovery requirements

24
for TBNP trials, the FCC's Second Delegation Order provides :

25

26
Consistent with the FCC's
in the Telephone Number

treatment of cost recovery
Portability proceeding and

FENNEMORE CRAIG
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•

2

3

4

Numbering Resource Optimization First Report and
Order, we believe that even those carries that cannot
participate in thousands-block number pooling at this
time will benefit from the more efficient use of
numbering resources that pooling will facilitate and
thus should share in bearing the costs associated
with thousands-block number Doolinq.

5 H121] (emphasis added) .

6 Because all costs of state TBNP trials will be excluded from

7 the federal recovery mechanism, none of the costs associated with

the Arizona trial will be recoverable at the time of the national8

9

10

11

12

TBNP deployment. All costs of the TBNP trial pooling in Arizona

must be recovered upon implementation of interim state pooling

through a state recovery mechanism.

In order to ensure that the costs of number pooling are

recovered in a competitively neutral manner, the cost of a TBNP13

14 trial in Arizona must be recovered through a temporary end user

surcharge applied to all Arizona customers who benefit from the15

16

17

number resource preservation that an Arizona TBNP trial supports .

should be ArizonaThe costs recovered from all

20 not

21

pooled and

18 I customers who benefit, not just a company' s own customers .

19 Recovery of costs from a company' s own customers only would

not be competitively neutral because some carriers w i l l

participate i n the t r i a l . I f costs were recovered only from

companies that participate i n the t r i a l , carriers that do not

part i c i pate i n  the  t r i a l  wou l d  ga i n  a  compet i t i ve advantage by

22

23

24

25

avoiding the costs of the trial.

TBNP helps to preserve numbering resources, which helps

delay the need for new Area Codes (NpAs) . The benefits of26

FENNEMQRE CRAIG
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1

2

3

avoiding new NPAs are not limited to the customers of the company

or companies that deploy TBNP but extend to all customers in the

NPA where TBNP is deployed.

4 8.

5 compared t o those

Are there unique aspects of your network in Arizona as

found in states where number pooling has

6 already been implemented?

7 The Phoenix rate center covers a heavily populated and very

it is divided into three8 I n addition,

9

large geographic area.

separate NPA areas. i n this rate center will be

10

Pooling

complicated by the fact that telephone numbers cannot be ported

across NPA boundaries.11

12 three separate and distinct three and

13

This unique configuration will require

pools with

distinct pool implementation schedules.

14

15

separate

In addition, the pooling

trial for these three NPAs will have to be implemented on a

schedule that does not conflict with the area code split that is

16 schedule for the Arizona 520 NPA.

17 9. Are there rate centers within the state that can be

18 consolidated? If so, which ones and how soon could i t b e

19 accomplished?

20

21

Qwest supports

case-by-case basis.

examining rate center consolidation on a

Qwest has successfully consolidated rate

22 However, it

23 and expense

neutral and occur between rate centers within the same local

centers in Minneapolis, Denver, Phoenix and Tucson.

that such consolidations bei s revenue

24
l

25 calling area.

26
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I

I

1 must be i n mind that while rate center

2 consolidations can

kept

b e a sound device , such

3

numbering

consolidations generally result in a greater number of switches

4 and more numbers within a rate center. As more switches are

5

6

7

incorporated i n a rate center, there are increased problems for

carriers i n meeting the ut i l i za t ion threshold and Months-to-

Exhaust c r i te r ia that was mandated by the FCC.

8

9

In many cases

this will lower the average utilization and extend the Months to

Exhaust for the rate center. The risk to customers and service

10

11

12

13

14

15

providers al ike i s that they may not have suff ic ient numbers to

meet a specific customer demand for numbers, among other things .

In the Numbering Resource Optimization proceeding, the FCC

recognized that there may be instances where a carr ier has a

speci f ic need for additional numbers and may not be able to get

them based upon the new requirements. In these situations the

16 carriers have been instructed t o seek waivers from the

17 state commission. additional rate center

18

appropriate

consol ideation i s mandated , state commissions, as well as the

19

20

NANPA or the pooling administrator, may be put in the position

where they need to dedicate more time and energy to reviewing and

21

22

granting service providers ' requests for numbers.

Qwest studied the rate centers in Arizona in October of 2000

23 and came to the conclusion that the thirteen that share common

24 local cal l ing are not strong candidates for consol idation.

these thirteen rate centers had been consolidated into four as of25

26 January 1999, a total of two NXX codes would have been saved over
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7

1

2

two years. Based upon the concern we have for creating multiple

switch rate centers and the potential negative impact on our

3

4 center

abil i ty to qual i fy for additional numbering resources on a rate

basis, we do not recommend these rate center

5 consolidations take place at this time.

6 10. 596, 1096, etc.)

7

What degree of contamination

should be allowed in thousands-blocks donated to the numbering

8 pool?

9

10

The degree of contamination, which is the amount of numbers

within a thousands block that are not available for assignment,

11 should not exceed ten percent as defined by the FCC.

12 11. What other issues should be addressed as  par t  o f a

13 pooling trial?

14

15

16 will allow for a cost effective

17

The Arizona Phoenix MSA pooling trial should conform to the

number pooling criteria specified in the FCC' s Numbering Resource

Optimization Order. This

t rans i t ion  f rom a s tate  pool ing t r ia l to the nat ional  pool ing

18

19

requirements.

12. What additional number conservation methods may be

20 implemented to maximize the life of the NPAs in Arizona?

21

22

23 Order .

24

The industry should comply with the number conservation

methods defined i n the FCC' s Numbering Resource Optimization

In addition, the Commission should periodically review

each service provider's number utilization reports to determine

can be25 i f there are numbering resources that reclaimed for

26 assignment l
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DATED this I day of March, 2001 .

2
FENNEIVIORE CRAIG, P » C I

3

4
If

5

6

7

8

By
T i y E r
T h e r e s a  D w y e r
D a r c y  R e f  f r o
3 0 0 3  N o r t h  C e n t r a l , S u i t e  2 6 0 0
Phoenix, Arizona 85012
Attorneys for Qwest Corporation

9

10

11
ORIGINAL and ten copies
fo rego ing  f i l ed  th is
of March, 2001 with:

t h e
d a y

12

13

14

Docket Control
ARIZONA CORPORATION CCMMISSION
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

15

16

17

COPY of the foregoing hand-delivered
this 7 day of March, 2001.

18

19

20

Chris Kempley
Chief Counsel
Legal Division
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington
Phoenix, Arizona 8500721

22

23

24

25

Deborah R. Scott, Director
Ut i l i t i es  D i v i s i on
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

I Z Q 4 . / " ; < i ;
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1 Copi¢s of the foregoing mailed/delivered
2 this.-""]7L6ay of /W§Z 2001 to:

3

4

MICHAEL PATrEN
BROWN & BAIN
P o BOX 400
2901 N CENTRAL AVE
PHOENlX ARIZONA
85001-0400

RICHARD SILVERMAN
SALT RIVERPROJECT - PAB 300
P O BOX 52025
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85072-2025

5

6
TIMOTHY BERG
FENNEMORECRAIG
3003N CENTRAL AVESUITE 2600
PHOENIX ARIZONA 850|2-3913

MARK J TRIERWEILER
AT&T
I l l w MONROE SUITE 1201
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85003

7

8

JOAN BURKE
OSBORNMALEDON
2929 N CENTRAL AVE SUITE 5100
PHOENIX ARIZONA85012

RAYMOND HEYMAN
ROSHKA HEYMAN & DEWULF
400 N 5TH STREET SUITE \000
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85004

9 PENNY BEWICK
ELECTRIC LIGHTWAVE
4400 NE 77TH AVENUE
VANCOUVER WASHINGTON 9866210

DANlEL WAGGONER
2600 CENTURY SQUARE
1501 FOURTH AVENUE
sEA1'rLE WASHINGTON 98101-1688

11
ALAN SPARKS
COX COMMUNICATIONS
17602N BLACK CANYONHIGHWAY
PHOENIX ARIZONA8502312

ERIC J BRANFMAN
SWIDLER & BERLIN
3000 K STREET NW SUITE 300
WASHINGTON DC 20007-5116

13

14

THOMAS H CAMPBELL
LEWIS & ROCA
40 N CENTRAL AVE
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85003

JUDITH HOLCOM
U s WEST NEWVECTOR
u s HWY 60 EAST OF MAGDALENA
P o BOX 144
MAGDALENA NEW MEXlCO 87825

15

16

THOMAS F Dlxon
MCI WORLDCOM
707 SEVENTEENTH STREET
DENVER COLORADO 80202

JOAN HINSON
JOHN C LINCOLN HOSPITAL
250 E DUNLAP
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85020

17

18

THOMAS L MUMAW
SNELL & WILMER
400 E VAN BUREN
ONE ARIZONA CENTER
PHOENIX ARIZONA85004-0001

LEROY PILANT .
VALLEY TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE
P O BOX 970
752 E MALEY
WILLCOX ARIZONA 85644

19

20

DARRENWEINGARD V
SPRrNT COMMUNICATIONS
1850 GATEWAYDR, 7TH FLOOR
SAN MATEOCALIFORNIA 94404

KENNETH MELLEY .-
u S LONG DISTANCE INC
931 I SAN PEDROSUITE 300
SANANTONIO TEXAS 78216

21

22

LINDY FUNKHOUSE I
RUCO
2828 N CENTRAL AVE SUITE 1200
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85004

JEAN L KIDDOO .
SWIDLER & BERLIN
3000 KSTREET NW SUITE300
WASHINGTON DC 20007-384l

23

24

CARRn~1GTON PHILIP
COX COMMUNICATIONS
1400 LAKE HEARN DRIVE
ATLANTA GEORGIA 30319

BOB WHIPPLE
STENOCALL
1515AVENUEJ
P o BOX 10121
LUBBOCKTEXAS 79408

25

26

JOSEPH s FABER
DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE
ONE EMBARCARDO CENTER SUITE 600
SAN FRANCISCO CALIFORNIA

MILE SCHULTIES
ALLTEL SERVICES CORP
1 ALLIED DRIVE
LITTLEROCK ARKANSAS 72203

27

28

JOHN KELLY
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
l700 W WASHINGTON STREET
PHOENIXARIZONA 85007
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1
RICK MCALLISTER
ALLTEL WESTERN REGION ,
P O BOX 3373
Ll'lTLE ROCK ARKANSAS 72203-3373

JIM BROSHAR
ROCKY MOUNTAIN TELECOM ASSOC
lol05 E VIA LINDA SUITE 103-340
SCOTTSDALE ARIZONA 85258

2

3

4

STEVE WHEELER
SNELL & WILMER 1
ONE ARIZONA CENTER
400 E VAN BUREN STREET
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85004-000 l

TIM DELANY
BROWN & BAIN
P O BOX 400
2901N CENTRAL AVE
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85001-0400

5
CITIZENS UTILITIES CO
2901N CENTRAL AVE SUITE 1660
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85012-2736

PAUL SCHNEIDER
ARIZONA BUSINESS GA2E°l'l'E
P O BOX 1950
PHOENIX ARIZONA 850016

7

CHARLES BORN
CITIZENS UTILITIES CO
7901 FREEPORT BLVD, SUITE 200
SACRAMENTO CALIFORNIA 95832

JEFFREY WEIR
s. GXLA COUNTY ECONOMIC DEV
P O BOX 1351
GLOBE ARIZONA 855028

9

JOE O'NElL
u s WEST NEWVECTOR GROUP
MS B24
P o BOX 96087
BELLEVUE WASHINGTON 98009-9697

SUE WILLIAMS
TELTRUST COMMUNICATIONS
221 N CHARLESLINDBERGH DRIVE
SALT LAKE CITY UTA.H 84116

10

11
I FRANK HATZENBUEI-ILER

QWEST CORP
1801 CALIFORNIA STREETSUITE 5200
DENVER COLORADO 80202

[VAN JOHNSON
TIMES MIRROR CABEL TELEVISION
I 7602 N BLACK CANYON HIGHWAY
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85023

.12

13

MAUREEN ARNOLD
QWEST CORP
3033 N 3RD STREET
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85012

JIM WORTHAM
CITY OF PHOENIX
150 s 12TH STREET
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85034

14

15

JAMAL ALLEN
O'CONNOR CAVANAUGH I
ONE E CAMELBACK RD SUITE 1100
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85012

TEP, LEGAL DEPT
220 w 6TH STREET
P o BOX 71 l
TUCSON ARIZONA 85702

16

17

TONY DITIRRO .
MCI WORLDCOM
201 SPEAR STREET 9TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO CALIFORNIA 94105

TERRY TRAPP
U s COMMUNICATIONS UNLIMITED
274 SNDER MOUNTAIN ROAD
EVERGREEN COLORADO 80439

18

19

JOHN COLEMAN
ELECTRIC LIGHTWAVE
2600 N CENTRAL AVE SUITE 300
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85004

PETER GLASER
DOHERTY RUMBLE & BUTLER
1401NEW YORK AVENU NW SUITE l100
WASHINGTON DC 20005

20

21

JOHN LAUE
CITY OF TEMPE
132E 6TH STREET SUITE B109
TEMPE ARIZONA 85280

TOM BADE
GCB COMMUNICATIONS
1025 E BROADWAY SUITE 201
TEMPE ARIZONA 85282

22

23

JOE HOMMEL
ELECTRIC LIGHTWAVE
8100 N E PARKWAY DR SUITE 200
VANCOUVER WASHINGTON 98662

MARTIN ARONSON - .
MORRILL & ARONSON
ONE E CAMELBACK RD SUlTE 340
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85012-1648

24

25

FRED SHEPHERD
TOHO rO O'ODAHM UTILITY AUTHORITY
P o BOX 816
SELLS ARIZONA 85634

JENNIFER POMERY
u s WEST CELLULAR
3350 lIST AVE SE
P O BOX 90687
BELLEVUE WASHINGTON 98009

26 DAREL ESCHBACK ..
ASU
BOX 870201
TEMPE ARIZONA 85287-020127

IAN CALKINS
PHOENIX CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
201 N CENTRAL AVE 27TH FLOOR
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85073

28

I
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1
JACK TRAHAN /
WESTERN ELECTRONICS & COMMUNICATIONS
2332 KINGMAN AVE
KINGMAN ARIZONA 8640 I

TERRY FORTHUN
ARIZONA STATE AFL-CIO
5818 N 7TH STREETSUITE 200
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85014-581 I

2

3

DAVID PORTER
WORLDCOM [NC
l 120 CONNECTICUTST NW SUITE 400
WASHINGTONDC 20036

AL STERMAN
ARIZONA CONSUMERS COUNCIL
2849E 8TH STREET
TUCSON ARIZONA 857]6

4

5

JESSE SEARS
CITY OF PHOENIX
200 w WASHINGTON laTH FLOOR
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85003-161 I

BRADLEY CARROLL
COX COMMUNICATIONS
I 550 w DEER VALLEY ROAD
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85027

6

7

PETER NYCE, JR
u s ARMY LITIGATION CENTER
901 N STUART STREET SUITE 713
ARLINGTON VIRGINA 22203-1837

DOUG HSIAO .
RHYTHMSLINKS INC
6933 s REVEREPARKWAY
ENGLEWOOD COLORADO 80112

8

9

CHARLES BEST
A1'rORNEY AT LAW
1220 S w MORRISON ST SUITE 805
PORTLAND OREGON 97205-2227

KAREN L CALUSON
ESCHELON TELECOM INC
730 ZND AVE, SOUTH, SUITE 120
MINNEAPOLIS MINNESOTA 55402

10

11

WILLIAM POLLARD
KLP & ASSOC
8526 TORWOODLEE COURT
DUBLIN OHI043017-9739

TIMOTHY HOGAN
ARIZONA CENTER FOR LAW m THE PUBLIC INTEREST
202 E MCDOWELL, SUITE 153
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85004-4533

.12

13

BILL MEEK
AUIA
2100N CENTRAL AVE SUITE 210
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85004

ROBERT TANNER
DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP
17203N 42ND STREET
PHOENIX ARIZONA 85032

14

15

M KIMBERLY ROBERTS
GTE. COMMUNICATIONS
5221 N O`CONNOR BLVD
IRVING TEXAS 75039

CHRISTOPHER KEMPLEY, CHIEF COUNSEL
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85007

16

17

DEBORAH SCOTT
DIRECTOR - UTILITIES DIVISIOn
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
PHOENIX, AZ 85007

7

./

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

18
19 By:
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I


